Assessment of Learning Committee (ALC)
Monday, November 18, 2019
COMM 109 - 2:30pm to 4:00pm
ALC Co-Chairs/SLO Co-Coordinators: Kevin Degnan & Catherine Schult-Roman
Recorder:

Linda Clowers

Attendees:

ALC Co-Chair – Kevin Degnan
ALC Co-Chair – Catherine Schult-Roman
Academic Affairs – Linda Clowers
Deans’ Representative – Marlow Lemons
Institutional Research & Planning –Joshua Rosales
Behavioral & Social Sciences – Janet Young

Industry & Technology – Bruce Tran (SLO Facilitator)
Industry & Technology – Merriel Winfree (SLO Facilitator)
Industry & Technology – Sue Ellen Warren
Library & Learning Resources – Claudia Striepe
Natural Sciences – Jim Noyes (SLO Facilitator)

Agenda Item

Summary of discussion/action items

I.

Approval of October 14,
2019 minutes

Committee members reviewed and approved the minutes from the October 14,
2019 meeting of the ALC.

II.

Reports
A. Update on Nuventive
fields

K. Degnan reported that the Office of Institutional Research and Planning (IRP) is in
communication with Nuventive regarding functionality related to the college’s
planning process and that there is “more to come.”
K. Degnan provided an update regarding the new fields that have been added to
Nuventive:


New fields: 1) Number of Students who Participated in this Assessment; 2)
Number of Students Who Successfully Met the Standard for this Assessment;
3) % of Success for this SLO



Will be helpful for reporting summary data for Program Review



Brief explanation regarding how to proceed with Fall 2019 reports

In response to inquiry by J. Noyes regarding how ongoing revisions to assessments
can be documented, the group discussed the possibility of adding a check box to
mark if there has been a revision to the assessment to provide a context for any
trend analysis.
C. Striepe inquired about whether or not the new fields have been added to the SAOs
in Nuventive
ACTION: K. Degnan will confirm if new fields have been added to SAOs
B. Communication ILO
Report and Action
Planning

The group had been provided with a copy of J. Rosales’ report regarding the Spring
2019 assessment of the Communication ILO (#2). The group engaged in discussion
regarding the results and potential follow up action:


Actions should tie in with the results from the Information Literacy ILO (e.g.,
partner with Library and Learning Resources Center regarding student
research and writing skills)



Revisit the Writing Across the Curriculum (WAC) proposal that emerged from
the previous assessment of the Communications ILO, particularly given the
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changes in English course placement due to AB 705





o

Need to address implicit bias in assessment of communication skills

o

Need to be mindful of and sensitive to the concept of “voice,”
acknowledging that some “voices” have historically been underrepresented and/or invalidated

o

Need to emphasize different types of writing (e.g., specialized writing in
career education)

Facilitate a forum to share concerns and “best practices” related to
communication skills (e.g., written, verbal) among students
o

Perhaps as a Spring 2020 Professional Development Day breakout
session where a survey would also be distributed for completion

o

Perhaps a roundtable-type session facilitated by ALC Co-Chairs and J.
Rosales

Is it possible to disaggregate the Spring 2019 Communication ILO assessment
data further to determine if students who are members of a formal cohort
perform better than their counterparts who are not affiliated with a cohort?

ACTION: C. Striepe, M. Winfree, and K. Degnan volunteered to serve on a WAC
sub-committee; L. Clowers to facilitate meeting of the sub-committee with Student
Equity Re-envisioned (SER), as the WAC proposal had been put on hold until SER
data could be analyzed given the similarity of the intervention foci of the two
efforts
ACTION: L. Clowers to consult Lisa Mednick Takami regarding the timeline for
submitting proposals
C. Critical Thinking ILO
Update

C. Schult-Roman again presented rubric for assessment of Critical Thinking ILO for
discussion by the group:


Recommendation to present the ILO statement in larger font on rubric



C. Striepe recommended changing the terminology from “problem” to
“issue” on the rubric



Need to identify courses with SLOs aligned with the Critical Thinking ILO and
which are scheduled for Spring 2020 assessment



J. Rosales indicated that he will need the list of courses by the end of the 3rd
week of Spring 2020; J. Rosales will randomly select ~60 sections (including
Distance Education offerings) based on 50% response rate from last
assessment cycle



Need to draft messaging to faculty regarding Critical Thinking ILO assessment

ACTION: C. Schult-Roman will proceed with planning for the Critical Thinking ILO
assessment (e.g., update of rubric, identification of aligned courses)
ACTION: K. Degnan will contact Jenny Simon for sample verbiage for messaging to
faculty
ACTION: K. Degnan will contact Russell Serr regarding action items from previous
cycle of assessment
D. Accreditation update –

L. Clowers reviewed the handout outlining Focus Area #2 of the Quality Focus Essay
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Quality Focus Essay
(QFE)

(QFE) of the ACCJC Accreditation Self-Evaluation Report and facilitated group
discussion:


Focus Area #2 – “Revision of outcomes statements, alignment grids, and
assessment protocols for select course-level student learning outcomes
(SLOs) and service area outcomes (SAOs)



Select academic disciplines and service delivery areas will be included in
this pilot project (potentially English; other programs to be invited)



C. Schult-Roman pointed out that the timeline in the handout presented
tasks in such a way that makes the project “do-able”



K. Degnan asked ALC representatives to report back to their divisions and
to e-mail L. Clowers regarding any programs interested in participating in
the pilot

ACTION: L. Clowers to send e-mail to ALC representatives in a couple of weeks to
follow up regarding any programs interested in participating in the pilot

E. 2019 SLO Survey

L. Clowers reported that the results of the survey suggested that faculty would like
additional training regarding student learning outcomes and assessment. L. Clowers
suggested soliciting additional information from faculty regarding the type of
training desired, as previously scheduled training sessions have been poorly
attended. The group brainstormed the following topics for mini-training sessions:


Sharing session regarding concrete strategies for assessment and analysis



Informational session (vs. data entry session) for those who are “not there
yet”



Introduction to the new fields in Nuventive and how can use data for PLO
assessments



Training regarding how to draft and/or revise learning outcomes
statements

ACTION: ALC to draft timeline and further develop ideas for mini-training sessions
during next ALC meeting in Spring 2020.
F. Other
Adjourned

Meeting adjourned at approximately 4pm
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